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vice mayor until he passed away earlier this
month of leukemia. Yet, despite his illness, Ir-
ving stayed very active, working up to 2 days
before his death.

Indeed, Irving loved city government and
spent years trying to develop his community.
And develop it he did. A retired building con-
tractor, Irving spent years advocating on be-
half of economic development projects that
would revitalize the community. When the
Tamarac Commerce Park project came to fru-
ition this year, Irv’s hard work, expertise in
construction, planning, and community devel-
opment were recognized, and, more impor-
tantly, appreciated.

Not only was Irv a builder of community
centers, but he was also a builder of commu-
nity. Each year, Irv could be found walking for
the March-of-Dimes and participation in
Tamarac Elementary School events. Irv gave
back to his community and for this we are
grateful. He was also a loyal friend to me for
many, many years. Irv, you will be missed.
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THE 100TH ANNIVERSARY OF CAL-
VARY BAPTIST CHURCH RED
BANK, NJ

HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR.
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 7, 1995

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, this week
marks a very special occasion for all of the
people of the Calvary Baptist Church in Red
Bank, NJ. For the week beginning on Novem-
ber 6, and culminating next Sunday, Novem-
ber 12, the church will mark its 100th anniver-
sary. On Saturday, November 11, an anniver-
sary banquet at Lane Hall at Fort Monmouth
will be held to commemorate this joyous occa-
sion.

Mr. Speaker, throughout its long and illus-
trious history, Calvary Baptist Church has
been an important institution—not only for its
members, but for the entire community. The
church has played a central role in both the
spiritual and secular lives of its members.
While many changes have confronted the
church, the Red Bank community, and indeed,
our entire society over the past century, the
church has stood as an anchor of stability,
strength, hope, and sustenance for its mem-
bers.

Mr. Speaker, on this occasion, it gives me
great pride to offer my congratulations to Rev.
Dr. Dwight Crist Northington, pastor, John C.
Dixon, Jr., and Donald Cameron, cochairper-
sons of the board of trustees, Ann Byron,
church clerk and publicity cochairperson, and
Peggy Allgood, publicity cochairperson, and all
of the members of Calvary Baptist Church as
they celebrate the 100th anniversary of the
Calvary Baptist Church.
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WINNING THE COLD WAR

HON. GERALD B.H. SOLOMON
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 7, 1995

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, the revisionist
drumbeat has been deafening lately, this time
in an attempt to belittle the accomplishment of

President Ronald Reagan in winning the cold
war through his policy of peace through
strength.

We are being told that the Soviet Union fed
us tainted information, causing us to over-
spend wildly on defense. The best response to
this disinformation campaign came in today’s
Washington Times editorial, which points out
that it is dubious, at best, that the former So-
viet Union would want us to overspend on the
defense buildup which contributed to winning
the cold war.

Mr. Speaker, I suspect that this entire cam-
paign is inspired by those who want to unilat-
erally disarm this country and transfer Penta-
gon funds to their favorite social programs.
Beyond that, I will be glad to let the times edi-
torial speak for itself, and proudly place it in
today’s RECORD.

[From the Washington Times, Nov. 7, 1995]
FIGHTING THE COLD WAR (WITH SOME

SUCCESS)

‘‘[T]he tainted reports tended to overstate
Soviet military and economic strength, per-
haps to deter America from confrontation,
perhaps to encourage excessive defense
spending.’’—New York Times editorial, Nov.
2, 1995.

‘‘Just as Ronald Reagan undertook (with
some success) to challenge the Soviets to a
bankrupting economic and technological
competition, did the Kremlin then try to
make Americans waste their assets and ener-
gies too?’’)—Washington Post editorial, Nov.
3, 1995.

Well, now we know. The revitalization of
national defense during the Reagan presi-
dency, which led directly to victory in the
Cold War and contributed to the collapse of
the Soviet Union’s Evil Empire, not only was
a waste of money. But it was a commie plot,
too.

The New York Times vigorously opposed
both the Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI)
and President Reagan’s indomitable deter-
mination to rebuild U.S. national defenses in
order to avoid negotiating strategic and con-
ventional arms reductions from a position of
weakness. History has confirmed the wisdom
of Mr. Reagan’s policies. But with the per-
fect vision of hindsight, the Times wants to
nitpick about a fighter program here or a
radar system, there, even as defense spend-
ing is plunging toward 2.9 percent of gross
domestic product (GDP) by 2000.

Considering that the Soviets were keenly
aware (even if the CIA wasn’t) of their grow-
ing economic weakness relative to the eco-
nomically reinvigorated United States, their
double agents might understandably have
sought to deter confrontation by providing
tainted information. After all, not only was
the Soviet economy on the verge of collaps-
ing under the unsustainable weight of peace-
time military spending approaching 25 per-
cent of GDP. But the entire world witnessed
the indisputable inferiority of Soviet con-
ventional arms (fighter aircraft, surface-to-
air missiles and tanks) during the 1982 Mid-
dle East war as the U.S.-equipped Israeli air
force destroyed the Soviet-supplied Syrian
forces.

What’s harder to make sense of is the no-
tion that the gremlins of the Kremlin were
providing tainted information ‘‘to encourage
excessive defense spending’’ or to ‘‘try to
make Americans waste their assets and ener-
gies’’? The Times argues that these Soviet-
supplied tainted assessments, which the CIA
forwarded to U.S. policymakers, ‘‘may have
contributed to billions in misdirected [de-
fense] spending.’’

But which weapons systems, exactly, was
the Kremlin seeking to promote? Why on
earth would Moscow want us to develop a

new generation of stealth aircraft, from the
strategic B–2 bomber to the Air Force’s F–22
fighter or the Navy’s carrier-deployed (since
canceled) A–12 bomber? Stealth cruise mis-
siles? Indeed, as the F–117A stealth fighter-
bomber demonstrated over Baghdad in 1991,
stealth technology essentially rendered
worthless the massive surface-to-air-missile
defense systems that the Soviets had in-
vested hundreds of billions of dollars to de-
ploy. Yet the Times complained about this
year’s outlay for the F–22, and The Post re-
ported about possibly unnecessary expendi-
tures for aircraft radar systems. The Soviets
tricked us into buying weapons that would
exploit their vulnerabilities? Very clever.

Despite the incessant catcalling of his op-
ponents—including Bill Clinton’s Oxford
roommate and deputy secretary of state,
Strobe Talbott—Mr. Reagan relentlessly pur-
sued his ‘‘peace through strength’’ policy,
eventually proving all the naysayers wrong.
Take another look, for example, at Mr.
Talbott’s then widely acclaimed 1984 book,
‘‘Deadly Gambits,’’ which attacked Mr. Rea-
gan’s strategy on intermediate nuclear
forces. In 1987, no less a personage than Mi-
khail Gorbachev completely vindicated Mr.
Reagan’s policies by agreeing to eliminate
the SS–20 missiles—the so-called ‘‘zero op-
tion’’ that Mr. Talbott derided.

Forced to acknowledge that Mr. Reagan
met the Soviet challenge—note the begrudg-
ing parentheses ‘‘(with some success)’’—The
Post and other revisionists still insist on
portraying his brilliant defense buildup
strategy as extreme, overblown and partly
unnecessary. Here’s some unsolicited advice
for them: Ronald Reagan won the Cold War.
Deal with it. Get over it. Get on with life.
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IN SUPPORT OF SELLING A CON-
GRESSIONAL HOUSE OFFICE
BUILDING

HON. BOB FRANKS
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 7, 1995

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker,
in January, the House Republican Conference
passed a resolution calling for:

The sale of a congressional building to the
private sector as a clear statement to the
American people of our commitment to
shrink the size of the Federal Government.

In order to meet that commitment, a task
force of interested Members was created in
order to develop a proposal that would allow
the Republican Conference to meet its com-
mitment to ‘‘sell a congressional building.’’

As a member of that task force, I am here
to voice my support of the plan to sell 501 1st
Street, SE, in order to fulfill the House Repub-
lican Conference resolution. According to the
Architect of the Capitol, it is my understanding
that this property could bring an estimated
sale price of over $2 million. I can’t think of a
better way to show the American people Con-
gress’ intention to shrink the size of the Fed-
eral Government than by divesting itself of this
property.

Upon the sale of 501 1st Street, the task
force proposes the relocation of the Architect
of the Capitol engineering and related support
activities to the Ford House Office Building
and the transfer of the House Child Care Cen-
ter also to the Ford House Office Building.

Considering that Congress abolished three
standing committees, a quarter of all commit-
tee staff, and eliminated all the legislative
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service organizations, the Architect’s office es-
timates that there is enough room available in
Ford for the Architect’s employees and the
House Child Care Center.

Mr. Speaker, the sale of 501 1st Street
would prove to the American people that the
new majority in Congress is committed to
shrinking the size of the Federal Government
by downsizing itself and using that space that
it owns more efficiently. I urge my colleagues
to support the task force’s plan to sell 501 1st
Street, SE, and keep our promise to the Amer-
ican people.
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THIRD ANNUAL CALIFORNIA
AVOCADO DAY

HON. RANDY ‘‘DUKE’’ CUNNINGHAM
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 7, 1995

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of California Avocado Day and wish to
share the significance of this special event
with my colleagues. As some of you may
know, November 7 marks the most important
day of the year for avocado growers—Califor-
nia Avocado Day.

For the third consecutive year, California
Grower magazine has organized a full day of
events devoted to the California avocado in-
dustry. The events will feature important pan-
els and presentations, the California Avocado
Commission’s annual meeting, as well as the
industry’s largest trade show. ‘‘The Road
Ahead’’ is this year’s theme for California Avo-
cado Day. In light of the recent events in the
avocado industry, I believe the theme to be
quite fitting. It is obvious that the avocado in-
dustry is at a crossroads, and the future for
avocado growers is uncertain.

I an honored that today’s ceremonies are
taking place within my district at the Escon-
dido Center for the Arts. Two months ago, the
U.S. Department of Agriculture [USDA] Animal
Plant Health Inspection Service [APHIS] held
hearings at the same site to discuss the
proposed rule to modify the 81-year-old quar-
antine on the importation of fresh Mexican
Hass avocados. I joined with the thousands of
members of the avocado industry to voice my
concerns to any change in the United States
policy with regard to Mexican Hass avocados
that is not based on sound science.

It is apparent that certain species of fruit
flies and seed weevils are known to attack
and destroy avocados. For years, Mexican
avocado growers have been unable to eradi-
cate pests from their crops despite the use of
chemical methods unavailable in the United
States. With the 1994 avocado harvest in ex-
cess of 550 million pounds, I believe the pro-
posal to allow Mexican Hass avocados into
the United States would put the crop at risk.
In fact, these insects could very well devastate
U.S. avocado production, altogether.

Mexico is currently requesting access to
United States markets for fresh Hass avoca-
dos based on conclusions from a research
study and pest survey data. However, I be-
lieve that the scientific data submitted by Mex-
ico to support its request is weak, lacking in-
tegrity, and does not justify any change to the
current quarantine policy. I am also concerned
with the conclusions of the risk analysis per-
formed by APHIS. The USDA must rely on a

sufficient amount of credible, hard data before
a change is to be made. Never before has the
USDA been responsible in designing a system
of this type or scale. Therefore, before such
an undertaking is to occur, I believe that the
science must be sound; the model used to es-
timate insect outbreak must be as accurate as
possible; control mechanisms must be in
place; and adequate resources must be avail-
able to allow for proper monitoring of the com-
plex system.

The USDA’s proposed changes would allow
for the importation of avocados into the 19
designated States in Northeastern United
States. As one might guess, transshipment of
the avocados is inevitable. However, I am not
confident that APHIS has established a reli-
able control system to prevent the transport of
avocados into States vulnerable to pest infes-
tation, such as Florida and California. It is
quite likely that the United States and Mexico
avocados will come into contact with one an-
other. If the pests are present in the Mexican
avocados, you can be sure that the United
States avocados will be susceptible to infesta-
tion. Therefore, I believe this poses a great
threat to U.S. crop. The United States should
deny, or at least postpone, the importation of
Hass avocados until we are convinced that no
threat is apparent. This issue is of critical im-
portance to the future of our country’s avo-
cado crop.

Again, I wish to congratulate the industry for
joining me in sending a clear message to the
Department of Agriculture regarding their
views on the proposed rule. An overwhelming
1,800 public comments were filed, with a
majority of the comments in opposition to the
proposed rule. Surely, the sentiments of such
a united front cannot be ignored. I agree with
the members of the avocado industry who are
demanding that the avocado industry not be
put in jeopardy as a result of such a dramatic
policy change. The avocado growers’ request
that credible and sound science be employed
with the decisionmaking process should be
granted.
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SALUTE TO GUAM’S VETERANS

HON. ROBERT A. UNDERWOOD
OF GUAM

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 7, 1995

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, on No-
vember 11, our Nation will observe Veterans
Day, a day dedicated in honor of the people
who have, in times of war and peace, willingly
and unselfishly offered their services to the
American people. We, on Guam, appreciate
the important contributions of our veterans.
We recognize the sacrifices they have made
in order to preserve for us the blessings of lib-
erty.

In the same respect, we also commend the
importance of veterans and their personal
commitment to our communities. Most veter-
ans return to their hometowns to actively par-
ticipate in community affairs. On Guam, their
unsolicited contributions have made the island
a better place to live in. By virtue of their out-
standing achievements and numerous con-
tributions, they serve as effective role models
to all members of the community, especially
the young people. They are vital forces of de-
velopment and growth.

In recognition of this, island leaders have
made it a point to acknowledge the contribu-
tions of Guam’s distinguished veterans. Village
mayors and veterans organizations all over
the island submit names on an annual basis to
be included in an elite list of the top veterans
of the island.

This year the village mayors have each se-
lected the following people as their awardees:
Vicente Tuncap of Agana, Jose P. Javier of
Agana Heights, Carmen J. Balajadia of Agat,
Fidel L.G. Jesus of Asan-Maina, Joseph L.
Aguon of Barrigada, Nicolas F. Borja of
Chalan Pago-Ordot, Juan P. San Nicolas of
Dededo, Joaquin L. Paulino of Inarajan,
Manuel U. Fejeran of Mangilao, Richard
Barcinas of Merizo, Alfred M. Cruz of
Mongmong-Toto-Maite, Roque M. Mendiola of
Piti, Joseph B. Chargualaf of Santa Rita, Jo-
seph C. Gogo of Sinajana, Antonio T. Pablo of
Talofofo, Felix E. Edelo of Tamuning-Tumon,
Francisco Q. Sanchez of Umatac, William A.
Burger of Yigo, and Jose Mabayag of Yona.

The island’s veteran’s organizations also in-
cluded to the list the following names: Clyde
Blackie Barnes of the American Legion Post
53, Jesus M. Camacho of the Army Retirees
Association, Juan M. Taijito of the Chamorro
Military Society, Antonio Deligreen of the Fleet
Reserve Association Branch 73, Juan C.
Wusstig of the Guam Combat Patrol, Adrian
C. Sanchez of the Guam Navy Club, Alejandro
B. Toves of the Korean War Veterans, Vicente
(Ben) Gumataotao of the National Association
for Uniformed Services, Alfredo Somera of the
Philippine Scouts Association, Don Kimmel of
the V.F.W. Hafa Adai Post 1509, Cris N.
Quintanilla of the V.F.W. Ga’an Memorial Post
2917, Jesus H. Aguon of the Vietnam Veter-
ans of America Guam Chapter No. 668, Anto-
nio Peredo of the Wake Island Defenders,
Celestin Babauta of the Air Force Retirees As-
sociation, Jose S. Reyes of the Guam Civilian
Scouts, and Peter C. Siguenza of the Third
Marine Division Association.

On this year’s Veteran’s Day commemora-
tion, I would like to once again commend all
the men and women who have truly been in-
strumental to the great success of this Nation.
On behalf of the people of Guam, I offer all of
our Nation’s veterans my sincerest thanks and
appreciation for their contributions and sac-
rifices.

A special commendation is also in order for
the top veterans of Guam for the year 1995.
They have truly distinguished themselves as
vital contributors to the growth of the island. I
commend and congratulate this year’s select-
ees for all their accomplishments and contribu-
tions to the community.
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HONORING PRIME MINISTER
YITZHAK RABIN

HON. THOMAS M. DAVIS
OF VIRGINIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 7, 1995
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay

tribute to the late Prime Minister of Israel,
Yitzhak Rabin. Of the many tributes paid him,
during the memorial service at Congregation
Olam Tikvah of Fairfax, VA, on November 6,
1995, in my opinion Rabbi Melvin J. Glazer’s
was most poignant and moving.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that my colleagues
will appreciate hearing the words of Rabbi
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